Hemeroblemma lienaris
has been regarded as an unrecognized species since its description. The figures of the type, rather crude, in HOBNER (1823: pI. [49] , figs 277, 278), reproduced here ( Fig. 1) , resemble some of the species currently in A::;ela Guenee, 1852 and in Epidromia Guenee, 1852 especially A. signans (Walker, 1858) , and certain forms of the E. pannosa Guenee, 1852 complex. In A. signans the ground colour of both wings is uniform either basad and distad of the postmedial line, and show a row of dots halfway between this line and the external margin, whilst in Epidromia the ground colour is much paler outside the postmedial line, and the row of dots is absent (Fig. 2) . The same differences are shown in the underside of both wings. In A. signans there are two parallel lines followed by the row of dots, whilst in Epidromia there is only one line, darker than ground colour. These characters indicate that H. lienaris represents one of the several forms of an extremely polymorphous species of Epidromia, as discussed below, and not any of the A:;eta species.
For a long time the author had suspected that the species formerly known as E. pannosa Guenee, E. ::;etophora Guenee, and several others described by WALKER (1858, 1865), listed below, were not more than different forms ofone polymorphous species. Aware of this, special attention was given to this group by the author during his collecting trips, resulting in the accumulation of a series of over 150 specimens representing all the different forms. A study ofthis material, cUlTently in the author's collection (VOB), as well as the type material and colour pictures of types deposited in the collections of the Natural History Museum, London (BMNH), University Museum, Oxford (UMO), the ational Museum of Natural History, Washington (US M), the Instituto de Ecologia y Sistematica, Havana (rES) and the aturhistoriska Riksmuseet, Stockholm (NR) confirmed this suspicion, as discussed below. POOLE(1989: 362) This is a very common species in the neotropics, ranging from Southern United States, throughout the Antilles, South to Brazil and Argentina, and extremely polymorphous, the reasons why it has been described so many times. In one single expedition [BRAZIL: Goias, Alto Paraiso, 1400m, 1-6.XI.I996 (YOB 98476)] a series of 53 specimens was collected from one sheet, attracted to a 250W MY bulb. Specimens from these series matched the types of nearly all the forms listed in the synonymy above, as well as the figures of the types of both E. lienaris (HOBNER 1823: pI. [49] , figs 277, 278] and E. zetophora (GUENEE 1852: pI. 23, fig. 5 ). The genitaliaofall these forms, illustrated by SOLis (1986: 16) , as E. pannosa, confirmed the suspicion that they belong to a single species.
The difference in hind wing shape between the figure of E. lienaris [female] (Fig. I) and that of the male NEOTYPE illustrated here (Fig. 2) , is sexual. Males have middle of margin of hind wings expanded, forming an angle, whilst the females have the margin almost evenly round. (Guenee, 1852) . [ Syn. n.
In VOB there are five males (VOB 17972,34867,98476, 114882) , all from
Brazil, that match the types of the two synonyms. The genitalia of these specimens are identical to each other but different from those of E. lienaris. The identity of E. poaphiloides is questionable as no specimen belonging to the type series were found neither in the BMNH (M. Honey, pers. comm.), nor in the Museum Nationale d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris (c. Lemaire, pers. comm.) , where the type material of the species described by Guenee are deposited. However, Guenee's description matches this species.
